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FORM LEVEL RATING 


A Preliminary Proposal for Appraising Mode and 
Level of Thinking as Expressed in Rorschach Records 


Bruno Klopfer, Ph.D. and Helen H. Davidson, Ph.D. 


I. Introduction 





In an opinion survey among teachers of psychology at American univer- 
sities and colleges recently conducted by the Rorschach Institute, one of the 
most frequently expressed criticisms of the Rorschach method was that many of 

its adherents appear to use a magic procedure rather than a method which can be 
scientifically described and verified. The best way to dispel such a misconcep- 
tion seems to be to develop methods which would enable any professionally trained 


psychologist or psychiatrist to understand the various criteria used in erriving 
at a Rorschach interpretation. 


The aim of this paper is to propose a method for the purpose of ob- 
jectifying one area of Rorschach interpretation, namely, the area of intellectual 
functioning as expressed in the form level. The writers experimented with teach- 
ing this procedure in a number of different Rorschach classes during the last two 
years and found it not only teachable but especially helpful for beginners in 

the use of the Rorschach method. Nevertheless, the method proposed is in an 
experimental stage and is offered at this time in order that research workers 

may experiment with it. Its validity is still to be established. 


The form level rating as proposed here is intended to supplement the 
usual psychometric procedures which, by themselves, give a more precise estimate 
of the intellectual level. However, a combination of the routine psychometric 





picture with a projective picture of intellectual functioning as revealed by the 
Rorschach method seems to yield a more adequate description of the mental abil- 
ities of an individual. Such a two-fold approach is quite indispensable in 
treatment planning for educational and therapeutic work. Other important areas 
of application of form level rating are discussed at the end of this report. 


II. Definition of Form Level 





The term "form level" as used in these considerations refers to cer-. 
tain form qualities of the subject's Rorschach responses, namely accuracy, or- 
ganization and specification. 


A. Accuracy: The term accuracy as traditionally used in the Rorschach litera- 
ture refers to the degree of fit between the total outline characteristics of 
the blot area used for a response and the generally accepted form qualities of 
the concept given in response to this blot area. One prerequisite for evaluat- 
ing the accuracy of a response is that the concept chosen for a response have a 
sufficiently definite form to make a comparison between it and the form of the 
blot areas meaningful. Evasive concepts like map, x-ray, anatomical chart, and 
clouds, which are chosen by subjects for the very purpose of avoiding the test 
of accuracy, are essentially indefinite in character and are as a rule (unless 
chosen for a conspicuously inappropriate blot area or card) outside of the 
range of the concept of accuracy or inaccuracy as here used. The fact that the 
distinction between definite and indefinite concepts has not been sufficiently 
considered in previous attempts at evaluation of accuracy, is the cause of most 
of the confusions which arise in scoring accuracy. This actually is at the 


*To be reported in the Rorschach Research Exchange, Vol. IX, No. 1, 1945 
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basis of most inconsistencies in the plus and minus scores published in Ror- 
schach's "Psychodiagnostics"(4)*. 





B. Specification: Specification refers to the use of specific elements within 
@ chosen blot area either for justifying or refining and elaborating the con- 
cept chosen in response to this area. Not all specifications mentioned by the 
Subjects spontaneously or in response to inquiry serve the purpose of justifi- 
cation or refinement. The following three types of specification may be dis- 
tinguished. 


1. Specifications irrelevant to the form level. Some specifications 
are merely embellishments and actually do not contribute in any way to the form 
level of the responses. For instance in a response to Card VIII, a subject in 
describing the usual animals said: "rear foot on tan rock, third foot in space 
over canyon, second foot on blue rock, first foot on gray rock across." The 
mention of the colors has no bearing on the form level of the concept. A 
similar irrelevant specification which dogs not contribute to the total form 
level is the pointing out of the white spots on the wings of the various butter- 
flies and moths seen in response to Card I. 





2. Specifications which lower the form level: Less frequently, but 
still within the range of normal (non-psychotic and not mentally deficient) sub- 
jects one finds specifications which are unjustifiable within the context of 
the response. Instead of refining the concept they make it appear in some par- 
ticular more crude or sloppy or infantile. A not too infrequent example is 
offered by the light gray outer side protrusions in Card V. Subjects who do not 
feel free to omit any part of the blot material in the card but do not have the 
ingenuity to find a proper explanation for these protrusions often attach them 
as extra legs or as hands of some winged creature which they see in this card. 
To give another example, in the inquiry to "a long-eared rabbit" seen in the 
usual inner green portion in Card X, a subject first pointed out very carefully 
"two eyes, nose, smiling mouth and two straight ears above". Then she decided 
to add the darker green areas and used for this purpose a favorite device of 
calling the rabbit an "Alice in Wonderland character". However, instead of in- 
terpreting these dark green portions as the folds of a scarf or the back of 4 
throne or using any other appropriate explanation, she attached to the rabbit 
two more “long green curly ears", a forced and far-fetched idea which not only 
does not contribute to the total form level of the concept but actually de- 
tracts from it. In another response, given to Card II, the ineppropriateness 
of the specification is based on an intrinsic contradiction of details given: 
the subject saw two cows' heads and described the eyes as closed, but at the 
same time mentioned the pupils of the eyes. 





3 Specifications which destroy the total form level: This kind of 
specification is exemplified by what Rorschach described as "confabulatory com- 
bination", For example some subjects see the face of some animal in Card I 
using the white spaces as eyes and mouth and attach to this face some of the 
smaller protrusions as legs and tails. This kind of response occurs frequsnt- 
ly among pre-school children but among adults of at least average intelligence 
such destructive specifications are quite rare. 





The destructive effect of this third type of specification lies in 
the fact that the inconsistencies within the concept leave no essential part 
of the concept unaffected in contradistinction to the second type described 


* Numbers in parentheses refer to bibliography 
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above which affected merely peripheral parts of the concept leaving an accept- 
able core undistorted. 


C. Organization: The term "organization" refers to the procedure used by a 
subject in order to combine the various blot areas into a meaningful concept-- 
whether he uses all of the blot material on a card or only parts of it. Rorschach 
himself distinguished certain forms of organization within whole responses 
(responses using all or virtually all of the blot material on one card) such as 
simple and combinatorial W's. Beck recognized that “organizing energy" may be 
extended to the partial use of blot material (detail responses). He developed 

@ quantitative scale for evaluating "organizing energy" atid distinguished the fole 
lowing forms of organization: 


(1) responses using adjacent details; (2) responses using distant details which 
are separated either by white space or by solid portions; (3) responses which 
combine white spaces with adjacent solid portions; (4) responses where the por- 
tions of the figures are broken up and the slements recombined into meaningful 
percepts; (5) the use of the whole blot material on one card for one concept(],). 


As we will later demonstrate the distinction between these various 
technical forms’ of organization does not by itself indicate the level of organ- 
izational thinking. Most of these techniques can be used accidentally or in- 
cidentally by a subject who is not able nor interested in organizing the blot 
material. Where the organization of the blot material is merely a mechanical 
by-product (for instance, where all the blot material in each card is used be- 
cause no attention is paid to the differences between the cards) and not a 
product of an intellectual process of organization it does not enter into the 
form level rating. Where organization is indicative of an intellectual effort 
on the part of the subject it usually contributes nothing beyond what the other 
two aspects of the form level, namely, accuracy and specification have added. 
Only occasionally should special form level credit be given for organizational 
effort not accounted for in accuracy and specification. Such a case would oc- 
cur if in Card III, after careful description of the two human figures in ac- 
tion, the red spots are then added as a scenery backdrop. (see also page 167). 


These three qualities of accuracy, specification and organization 
will be the bases of a more exact and quantifiable evaluation of the form 
level of each Rorschach response. 


III. History of the Form Level Rating 





Previous efforts to use quantitative rating scales for evaluating 
form level were limited to rating either accuracy or organization. Rorschach 
Suggested a very rough distinction between accurate and inaccurate responses 
which he described as F+ and F-. He was merely interested in discovering to 
what extent the concept formation of a subject fell below the minimum require- 
ments for accuracy expected from a nonpsychotic subject of at least average 
intelligence. He therefore used the form characteristics of the most popular 
responses as a yard stick for establishing his minimum requirements suggesting 
that any response at least as accurate as a popular response be rated F+ and 
that any response not measuring up to these minimum requirements be rated as 
F-. He paid no attention to the problems of specification just montioned nor 
did he distinguish between definite and indefinite responses. Nevertheless, 
his statistical principle of using the most popular responses as a bases for 
establishing the minimum requirements for accuracy seems entirely sound and 
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has been used in the rating scale proposed in the present paper. 





Rorschach also distinguished between various forms of organization 
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relating primarily to the W response such as simple and combinatorial W's and le 
simultaneous and successive combinations. Rorschach seemed to feel that the a 

number of W's used by a subject was more an indication of the ability to or- fr 
ganize or synthesize in contrast to the F+% which was more an indication of Mi 
the capacity for analysis and logical thinking. re 
ri 

Beck early realized that the principle of organization played at fy 
least as important a role in establishing the level of thinking as did accuracy. fo 
However, he still thought that it might be possible to evaluate organizing mi 
ability independently of accuracy. It is this separate evaluation of organiza- fo 
tion and of form accuracy in part which accounts for the interpretative limi- du 
tations of Beck's2Z scordSee Goldfarb(3)). "p 

wh 

Beck recognized that the simple number of W's was an insufficient gi 
yardstick for what he called “organizing energy". He says in his paper men- ta 
tioned above (1) "The blots vary in configuration, shading, and color. Pre- ve 
sumably the difference in frequency of W's is related to these variations. To 
the extent that the whole response is based only on configuration the notion 
of its value as indicator of intelligence is in fact susceptible to reductio ad Tt 
absurdum. For, let us assume, as one of the figures, a solid black square. All ve 
responses to it would very likely be W's. Would they still be an indicator of fe 
intelligence?" However, Beck overlooked one major source of error which con- ir 
tains an even greater susceptibility to reductio ad absurdum, namely the fact re 
that different subjects may use the whole blot material in any one of the ten 
cards in very different fashion. 

A three year old child who calls each one of the ten cards "doggie" Ze 
paying little or no attention to the differences in the blot material of each = 
card certainly does not use much “organizing energy" by using W ten times. 

Likewise, a brain tumor patient, completely preoccupied with his sickness, may di 
describe each one of the ten cards as "insides of the human body", making feeble § nm 
efforts to identify roughly the side contours of the blot material with the t) 
outlines of the chest, hips or any other part of the human anatomy. In either t 
case, the lack of interest in or ability for organizing the blot material is 

evident. M 

The inadequacy of the undifferentiated organization score is not 
limited to such extreme cases. It is certainly equally true for all indefinite 8 
and evasive responses (clouds, islands, bones, etc.) frequently used by more or 
less emotionally disturbed subjects. In other words the scoring of the organ- - 
izational elements aimed at in Beck's Z score gives an adequate picture of the 0 
subject's thinking only insofar as it takes into account the accuracy, specifi- n 
cation, and differentiation of the total concept. 

For this reason the rating scale proposed in this paper attempts to s 
combine all three aspects of form level, namely, accuracy, specification and C 
organization in one numerical rating. It is hoped that this combined rating 
will give a more accurate picture of the level of a subject's thinking. 

r 

IV. The Rating Scale ' 
4 

A. General Description g 





The scale as now proposed evolved from preliminary experimentation 
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with various numerigal sohemes. It seemed to cover most adequately the form 
level differences found in Rorschach responses. The scale is arranged around 

& zero value representing Rorschach responses with indefinite form and extends 
from there two steps in the minus direction and five steps in the plus direction. 
Minus two (-2) responses are the irrational concepts found chiefly in psychotic 
records while pus five (+5) responses are the highly logical, closely organized, 
richly elaborated and original concepts found in records of brilkiant people 
functioning at maximum capacity. The extremes of the scale (-2 and +5), there- 






















































ay fore, describe form level values most rarely found in Rorschach responses; the 
middle values (+1 and probably also +2) describe the run-of-the-mill responses 
» found most frequently in any random selection of records. This is to be expocted 
due.to the fact thatthe form level value of +1 is based on the form level of 
“popular responses", that is those occurring most frequently. The manner in 
which the ratings are assigned is explained below. It might be noted that be- 
ginners unused to the intricacy of a method feel more at ease, the more quanti- 
tative choices they have for intermediate decision. For this reason half-point 
values have been inserted in the rating scale. 
° 
The reliability of this rating scale has not yet been established. 
ad It was found, in preliminary experiments, that the ratings of different workers 
11 varied rarely more than one-half to one point. It seems, therefore, that some 
f fair degree of reliability can be expected. . In view of this preliminary find- 
7 ing, it is suggested that differences of one-half point in the final average 
rating should not be considered significant. 
, 
Numerical values are assigned according to the following scheme: 
; Zero rating 
1 
Zero rating is given to those responses where the form element is in- 
ay definite or is completely disregarded in favor of shading, color, or abstract 
able # movement. This zero rating, however, is not assigned to such responses when 
they are given to a blot or blot area on which a very definite form configura- 
or tion is grossly disregarded. In such cases, rather, & minus rating is assigned. 
Minus ratings 
There are two main levels which need to be distinguished on the minus 
ite Side of the rating scale: 
or 
n- -1 rating is assigned to the inaccurate responses where some effort on the part 
he of the subject to reconcile the shape of the blot area chosen and the form ele- 
fi- ments of the concept is recognizable, but where this effort is ineffectual. 
-2 rating is used for irrational responses where for one reason or another, the 
fe) 


Subject doesn't bother at all to try to reconcile the shape of the blot area 
chosen with the form elements of the concept. 










An intermediate rating between these two main minus levels (the 
rating -1.5) may be given to the classical confabulatory response which starts 
with some effort on the part of the subject to reconcile the shape of the blot 


with the concept chosen, but where this effort is subsequently completely 
abandoned. 


Plus rat ings 


ue 
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The scheme adopted is first to determine what will be called “basal rating" and 
second, to assign additional credits for various specifications and organiza- 
tional elaborations which make a concept richer or more accurate. (If inaccur- 
ate specifications are given, credits are subtracted as described below). The 
following sections outline these two procedures. 


B. Basal Rating 





As discussed in the section on the history of form-level rating, 
Rorschach's principle of using the most frequent responses or the so-called 
popular responses as an assessing point in gauging the accuracy of other re- 
sponses was also used in the present rating scale for determining the basal 
rating to be assigned a response. Therefore, the most frequent responses and 
those not more or less accurate although less frequent, than the most frequent 
ones are given a basal rating of +1.0. The most unusual but obviously keen re- 


sponses (the so-called good original responses) are given a basal rating of +2,0. 


An intermediate rating of +1.5 may be given to responses which are 
fairly usual but not as frequent as the most popular ones; responses given to a 
more carefully selected blot area or with a somewhat original twist to them. 
There are other responses which are also less frequent but not more accurate 


(like the leaf response to Cards I or VI). These should receive a basal rating 
of +1.0 rather than +1.5. 


C. Form Level Credits 





Each independent step in specifying and organizing the concept adds 
or subtracts half a point of credit as follows: 


1. Adding Credits 





a. The specification must be spontaneous. Each addition which is to 
be eredited must be offered spontaneously by the subject either in the perform- 
ance proper or in the inquiry. Information secured once the examiner begins to 
prod cannot be credited. General inquiry questions or following clues offered 
by the subject is not considered prodding*. 





b. The specification must exceed the essential elements of the concept. 





This may take the form of: (1) mentioning a part of a concept not usually in- 
cluded (like seeing the claws of the bat or the protruding round eyes of the 
moth in Card I, along with the body and wings) or (2) pointing out a specific 
position (like bending over of the men in Card III or the stretching neck of e@ 
snake seen in the small upper side detail of Card IV). 


c. The specification must be independent. For example the pointing 
out of several interdependent details like the snout and ears of the usual 
animal heads in Card II or the eyes and eyebrows of the face in the top detail 
of Card IV are counted as only one specific elaboration and therefore given 
just one-half credit. Also, the use of other determinants (color, shading, or 
abstract movement) besides form counts as a specific elaboration only when the 








*The kind of information necessary for rating form level may not be available 
in records obtained by the group method, not supplemented by an individual 
inquiry, or where the cooperation of the subject is not secured. In such cases, 
the form level rating aan only be estimated. 
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use of such a determinant makes the concept more precise. The red tall hats 

of the clowns in Card II, for example,count as just one specific elaboration 
because the use of the color does not make the concept “tall hats" more precise. 
However,"pieces of red clothing visible through the black over-garments "would 

be eredited as an additional specific elaboration. 


2. Subtracting Credits 





For each specification which lowers the form level as described on 
page 165,one-half point of credit is subtracted. Such a subtraction may either 
lower a plus form level rating or change a plus rating of 1.0 to a possible -0.5. 
However, no decrement can occur in a minus reting since, by definition, a -1.9 


form level rating is assigned to a totally inaccurate response which cannot 
become more inaccurate. 


3. Unchanged Credit 


The form level rating of a concept remains unchanged when irrelevant 
specifications are mentioned by the subject. The nature of these irrelevant 
specifications is described on page 165. 


Specific samples for various form level ratings will be given in the 
next section. To illustrate the whole process of raising the form level of a 
popular concept by specification and organization, let us consider the popular 
response to Card III, "two people", Heads, bodies and legs are the essential 
prerequisites of this very popular response. Pointing out their peculiar bent- 
over position is one way of going beyond these minimum requirements. Orgenizing 
the blot material in such a way that the bottom center detail is psed for some- 
thing definite they are lifting or holding in their hands is another way to earn 
additional form level credit. Using the red spots as decorative back drop may 
add more credit along organizational lines. Furthermore there are endless oppor- 
tunities for using some of the details in the blot area as opportunities for 
further specification; for instance, the white space between “body and legs" 
as the vest coming out between coat and pants; another little white spot in the 
"body" area as a handkerchief in the vest pocket; the lowermost part of the 
"leg"area as high heeled shoes, the light grey part in this area as spats; the 
inner protrusion on the "leg" part as coat-tails blown by the wind; the protru- 
sion of the upper inner edge of the "body" part as flowers on their lapels: the 
light grey color of the “neck" area as high stiff collars; the lower edge of 
the "head" area as goatee; some of the lighter shadings in the "head" area as 
sideburns; some others as the bald part of the head. 


V. Sample Responses for Various Form Level Ratings* 





Examples of responses for the several rating levels are listed below. 
The list is to be read as follows: the final form level rating assigned the re- 
sponse along with the scoring of the response is shown in brackets. The way 
in which the final rating was arrived at is also indicated - the base rating 
from which all additions or subtractions are counted is underlined; the addi- 
tions or subtractions, as the case may be, are shown in parentheses next to the 


item which justifies it. The inquiry is separated from the performance proper 
by @ space. 











*The majority of these samples were supplied by Mrs. Comfort Gilder. 





Card I (W cF N O,0) 
Gives me a feeling of being of stone or rock. 0,0 


Card VII (W K Clouds 0.0) 
Just clouds - it looks like it 0.0 


Card III (W Fm,KF Smoke +0.5) 


Very stylized kind of smoke coming up from fire down here (all 
black) 0.0 


Springing quality of it, and swirling of it as it spreads out and 
gets wider and wider. (0.5) 


(W mF, CF Abst. +0.5) 
Sea and earth and sky, symbolic, earth and powers under earth, and 
sky connect. Of first importance is movement upwards. 0.0 


Middle green part is earth. Sunlight in sky. Pink is under the 
earth, fire. Green thing suggests grass. (0.5) 


Card X (D F Ad P_~ +1.0) 
Here is a rabbit's head - here are the long ears, eyes and mouth 1.0 


Card X (D F A P +1.0) 
Octopus because of the many legs 1.0 


Card II (D FC Pl +1.5) 


Complicated flower (inner red) 1.0 with stamen shooting up (1.5)* 
and a great many petals, not a real flower, long spikes, red color. 


*Raised 1/2 point for the stamen shooting up. Color does not increase 
form level. 


Card V (W FM A P- 41.5) 
Also idea of winged thing 1.0 moving fast (1.5)* like a bat. 


*Raised 1/2 point because of specification of movement. 


Card V (W Fe obj Oaddition +2.0) 
Fan with queer double handles 1.5 


Double handle elaboration on top. Feathery fan (2.0), it's a blaek 
fan with a black handle.* 


*Since the black color and double handle do not make the total con- 
cept more precise, they are not credited. 


Card V (ad FFM Ad +2.0) 


Pair of serpents heads (lower extension) stylized 1.5 like bronze 
statues facing each other--confronting each other (2.0)* 


*Raised i/2 point because of organization of separate details. 





(D FM A > +2.0) 


On either side delicately shaded blue crabs 1.0 as if holding something 
green (1.5)* 


Wiggling legs, probably swimming (2.0); color only to identify 


*Raised 1/2 point because of organization 


(D Feo, M Hd +28.5) 
Two faces looking down (green area), plump looking faces looking 
downward away from each other 1.5 


Button of nose (2.0) and eyes deep set, plump, fleshy cheeks (2.5) 


(D Fco,FM A  +2.5) 
Another pair of birds here (part of middle black) 1.5 


Heads of birds facing away from each other. Suggestion of feathers, 
cross between feathers and fur (2.0); has a white eye*; the birds 
are in flight (2.5) 


*obvious essential component, therefore not credited. 


(dr M Hd 0 +2.5) 
Feet of bow-legged person (top red and Stleicak black) 2.0 
trying to toe dance (2.5) 


(w M, m (H) +3.0) 

Figure on either side 1.5 hooded like witches (2.0) riding on a 
broomstick (2.5); tall caps, breeze blowing clothes back (3.0) 
capeshiding contour of broomstick. 


VII (W M 4H _ +30) 
VV Dancing girls 1.5, very kittenish, coquettish poses (2.0)* 


See legs, body, dress (2.5) (3.0), bodies twisting, wriggling 
fur hats 
“Raised 1/2 point for specific posture elaboration 


XxX ( D FM AO #3.0) 
V Suggests two turtles (usuel side brown) 2.0 


Head raised on slant (2.5); legs here and tail (3.0) 


vy OW x, fe, 0. . 2.38) 
Figure of a dancer 1.5 who is weighted’down (2.0) by one of those 
feather costumes, black feathers. She is pointing toes in wrong way 
(2.5). Two-peaked headdress with hollow in middle (3.0); might be 
bright jewelled thing. Has texture of heavy feathers. (3.5). Looks 
tired and knockkneed. 


Card III ( W M, FC', Fo H_ +4.0) 
Dance movement 1.5, negro dance, violent effect (2.0) club foot in 
whirle (2.5), one leg up (3.0) 


Blackness makes me see it (3.5); back of heads is clearly marked, 
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71. 
hair in denser black (4,0). Bleck men, hair gives it, shape of heads. 

Card VII ( W M H +4.0) has 
Two ladies gossiping 1.5; lively conversation over cups of tea; have tue 
hats on (2.0); arms extended (2.5) and knees together (3.0). nir 

j dia 
Shape and coloration of face gives it; face is dark (3.5) gives ac- of 
cent of force, makes it more animated; hair curled up (4.0), gay. at 

Card II (W M, FC, Fo H +4.5) 

Two clowns 1. 1.5 dancing (2.0) with hands held up in dance number, red int 
hats (2.5), almost can see faces 
Feet in red below (3.0), red boots, knees up (3.5); costume has red 
touches on shoulder (4.0); looks like paint brush strokes (4.5) across 
it in black ink. 
cal 

Card II (Ww Mc ,FC, Fe H +5.0) ang 
Two people 1. 1.5 with red night caps (2.0) putting hands against each let 
other (2.5); on one knee (3.0); look Chinese because one eye is gol 
drooping (3.5) 

Blurred red feet; knee bent up here, other leg out of sight (4.0)* agi 

each has hand up head bent (4.5)* with slanting eyes; effect of plump aS 

face (5.0) wh 

fo: 

*Raised 1/2 point because of specific movement elaborations not men- pr 

tioned previously. wh: 

(a 

Card II ( Dow CF,m Fire +0.5) an 

\/ There is a fire blaging in a stove (lower red area) 0.0 co 
The fire is red and the stove I saw in other card. (-0.5)* 

wi 

*Decreased 1/2 point because of inaccurate elaboration--the stove. in 

it 

(* F Geo -0.5) 







Map (all black area, white space filled in) 0.0 Australia and 
here is Moldourne, Sydney, and Perth (-0.5)* 







*Decreased 1/2 point because of inaccurate elaboration ag 






Card VIII (W F A -1.0) 
A butterfly -1.0 







Points out wings (usuel animals), body (orange and blue) veins 
(usual skeleton), little ears (top gray). 






Cards II -X (W F-_ obj -2.0) 
Airplane*® -2.0 







*The response ‘airplane’ given first to Card I on a rational basis 
is perseverated then for the remaining nine cards in an entirely 
irrational manner. 


VI. Uses for Form Level Rating 





The quantification of form level with the help of this rating scale 
has the effect of bringing into clearer relief qualitative aspects of intellec- 
tual functioning. This has practical value in every area of living. The plan- 
ning of a school program; the giving of vocational guidance and training; the 
diagnosing of mental deterioration; the prognosing of tre&tment are just a few 
of the areas where it is essential to know how much mental ability a person has 
at his disposal, in what way it functions optimally, or where its weaknesses lie. 


A Rorschach analysis which highlights these qualitative aspects of 
intellectual functioning can serve as a basis for such decisions. 


A. The rating of form qualities of a Rorschach response will serve 
to point up the qualitative aspects of intelligence. 








Comparison of the form level ratings of the scoring categories for lo- 
cation is the main procedure for evaluating such qualitative aspects. This 
analysis must take into consideration three variables: (1) the general form 
level of the record; (2) the relative form level of the various location cate- 
gories; and (3) the quentitative emphasis on each location category. 


For instance, in a record with a generally mediocre form level (aver- 
age around +1), with a comparatively low form level rating of the whole responses 
as compared to the various types of detailed responses and an underemphasis on 
whole responses, we may be dealing with a subject who is limited in abstract 
forms of thinking and realizing his limitation, tries to concentrate on those 
procedures where he feels more able to cope with the task, In another situation 
where the only difference is that the general form level of the record is high 
(above +2.0), we deal with a subject who is very intelligent but is too cautious 
and perhaps too constricted to make use of the capacities he has to draw general 
conclusions or to synthesize his experience. 


The combination of relatively low W form level (as we had before) but 
with an overemphasis on whole responses gives the picture of some kind of mental 
inflation. If this occurs in & record where the general form level is average, 
it indicates that the subject does not know his own limitations and tries to 
bite off more than he can chew} in a record where the general form level is super- 
idr, it represents a tendency to get lost in abstractions. 


The number of such combinations obviously are many. These may suffice 
&3 examples at this time. 


B. Form level rating serves to refine the picture of the interplay 
between the intellectual and the emotional factors in personality 








Qualitative comparisons of seoring categories are obviously not lim- 
ited to location scores. Form level comparisons between the main determinant 
categories yield equally interesting results relating primarily to the interplay 
of emotional and intellectual factors. Conspicuous lowering of the form level 
in response to the strongly shaded or colored cards is e much finer indicator 
of color and shading disturbances than any of the other expressions of such 
disturbances. On the other hand the use of any particular determinant (move- 
ment, color and shading) combined with a raising in the form level of the re- 
Sponses above the general level is an indication of the stimulating function of 
the emotional sphere. It may be the imaginative life of the subject (M), his 
response to outside stimulation (color) or his general longing for affection 
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and contact (differentiated shading) which produces this effect. 


C. Form level rating gives 4 more precise and objective basis for 
comparing Rorschach results with psychometric results. 








In quantifying the form quality of Rorschach responses and thus mak- 
ing it possible to obtain an average rating*, statistical comparison with 
psychometric test results becomes feasible. 


The following suggestion is offered at this time with reference to ob- 
taining the average form level rating of a record. We have found it advisable 
to give double weight to every form level score of 2.5 or over. Naturally, the 
total sum obtained in this way is still divided by the actual number of respon- 
ses. Since superior scores are, by definition, rare - such a procedure leads 
to better differentiation of final ratings on the higher levels. 


Not only the final average rating but also the amount and kind of 
scatter of the form level ratings may be of interest to the experimenter. A 
large scatter (where even only one response is two points or more above the av- 
erage of the record) may have important diagnostic value, especially in the 
recognition of unused intellectual potentialities. 


VII. Pictorial Presentation 





For ease in obtaining a quick picture of the results, the following 
graphic scheme is suggested (see graph on following page). There are 10 
spaces along the horizontal axis - one for each card; the form level ratings 
are represented along the vertical axis. It is then possible to plot each re- 
sponse to each card according to its form level rating. If the location score 
and main determinant score are recorded, it is possible to obtain at a glance 
the relation of form level to these two scoring categories. 


VIII. Training Value of Form Level Rating 





The objectification of the rating of form quality has, in the writers’ 
opinion, training value for the following two reasons: (1) it focuses the at- 
tention of the beginning stydent on the need for adequate administration and 


(2) it serves to objectify estimates as to the quality of the responses in 4 
record. 


The administration of the Rorschach, especially the inquiry phase, 
often presents difficulties to the examiner. He may be uncertain as to whether 
he has included all necessarg questions and avoided all unnecessary ones. An 
attempt to rate form level, as proposed here, will immediately reveal whether 
the examiner used every clue offered by the subject. For instance, when the 
animals in Card VIII are called beavers or when the two figures in Card II 
are seen as clowns, inquiry questions such as "What made them look like beavers?" 
or "What was it on the card that made these figures look like clowns?” might 
have yielded the necessary information for rating form quality. Therefore, if 


*In computing the average form level rating of a record, additional responses 
given spontaneously during the inquiry may be included. 


| 


Form Level Rating 
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Graphic Presentation of Form Level Ratings 
























































V 
Cards 


R = 20 Averages for Location 
Raw Average = 1.6 Categories 


W 1.1 
Weighted Average 1.9 me 
eh > D=1.8 


d = 2.0 





VII 











VIII Ix 


Averages for Determinant 
Categories 





. 


M = 2.0 Fo = 1 
FM 21.5 FC = an 
F -1.9 
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these clues had not been followed, an objective basis for the rating of form 
quality would be missing. Thus the focusing of interest on the rating of form 


level induces the examiner to watch for every clue and thereby obtain 4 more 
usable Rorschach record. 


Experienced Rorschach workers who feel they can obtain a satisfactory 
estimate of the quality of the responses may not need to use the form level 
rating scheme. Sometimes, however, they may want to use it either as an ob- 
jective check on their estimates, or for purposes of research. For inexperienced 


workers, this check is indispensable if they are to arrive at an adequate per- 
sonality picture. 
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RORSCHACH STUDIES ON ARTISTS - PAINTERS® 


I. Quantitative Analysis 





M. Prados, B.A. M.D. (Madrid) 


The psychology of artistic creativeness, its motivation and dynamics 
are questions of major importance both from a psychological and cultural point, 
of view. There are many publications on this subject, particulerly dealing 
with the personality of the more modern or independent artists, but they are 


rather contradictory, and most of them lack the necessary objective substan- 
tiation of scientific work. 


Rorschach paid some attention to this puzzling problem, and even 
attempted a classification of the different types of personalities which would 
correspond to the different types of artistic activities and tendencies. He 
did not give, however, any objective statistical data, and did not mention the 
number and types of subjects investigated. More complete investigations are 
needed, and Rorschach students could make e significant contribution to the 
problem because they possess a rather objective and uniform method of studying 
personality. We believe also that by means of Rorschach studies one could 
attempt to find some objective interpretation for the interesting and debated 
problem of the two main tendencies of the art of our time: "realism" versus 
“abstraction” or “academic”" versus “independent” art, a problem of great cul- 
tural and educational significance. 


With these ideas in mind we have begun a series of investigations 
on artists. In the present article we will deal exclusively with painters. 
Our present material includes a limited number of subjects and for this reason 
no definite conclusions can be drawn. We feel, however, that these results 
are interesting enough to stimulate further studies by other workers, mainly 
among those, who, because they live in communities in which artistic activities 
are highly developed, may have opportunities to investigate on a large scale 
the personalities of leading artists of the different schools. 


We have examined a group of twenty subjects, all of them artists by 
profession. We have carefully excluded so-called commercial artists since 
our interest was entirely focused on the personality of creative artists. Two 
of the subjects of our group do work in commercial art, but only because they 
are forced under the circumstances to accept this as a means of earning their 
living. Both of them, however, work very hard in their own personal work out- 
side their jobs, and regularly exhibit their paintings. 


In our group there are 15 men and 5 women. Their ages range from 
25 to 62 years; the majority are in their early thirties. Only two are 
European; the rest were born on this continent. 


In this preliminary study, no attempt has been made to segregate 
the artists according to their different artistic tendencies. We think that 
this would be useful only with a larger group containing leading artists. 
Our group includes academicians, realistic and independent artists and a few 


* From the Departments of Neurosurgery and Neurology, McGill University, and 
the Montreal Neurological Institute, Montreal, Canada. 
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extreme abstract painters. There are some who are well known in the interna- 
tional surrealistic movement and also some members of the Royal Academy. 


In this first investigation we were interested only in ascertaining 
if it is possible to find any personality trait shared in common by ell or 
most of them and which could help to understand the nature of the drive to use 
painting as a means of self expression. 


The test was administered and scored according to the principles of 
the Rorschach Institute. 


RESULTS 


Number of Responses. The majority of cases show a high normal R 
with only two below 20, and another two above 100. 





TABLE 1 





No. of 


= 10-20 21-30 31-40 41-50 51-60 61-70 71-80 81-90 101-200 202 
oO. of 


Cases 2 3 2 4 2 5 - - 1 1 


= 








Mental Approach. There is an obvious over-emphasis on W and an un- 
deremphasis on D. Small details (d), unusual details (Dd) and white spaces(S) 
ere generally within normal limits. Table 2 shows the individual distribution 
of locations. 














TABLE 2 
Location No. of Location No. of Location No, of Location No. of 
Cases Cases Cases Cases 
TW)) 1 (Dj) 2 No d 4 No Dd+S 7 
(w) - (D) 14 (d) 2 Dd+S 10 
Ww 4 D 3 d 10 Dd+s 1 
W 10 D 1 d 1 Dd+S - 
= - - == 
W 1 D - d 1 Dd+S 2 
= ‘ = = ad 
W 4 D - d 2 
= = = 
20 20 : 20 30 





Intellectual Control. In the majority of cases the F% is rather 
high, averaging 39. However, when the responses themselves are examined, they 
are found to be of good quality, showing high accuracy and elaboration. Signs 
of good refined control are seen in practically all of them. 














Table 3 

PY No. of Cases % of Cases 
Oe 0 S74 SOMME. | Er thre eR 5 
G1s8Oss. Ss ass 4) 

ge ei ae Sziiew:.. 8°46 70 
a aa a ae 4) 

OR4G8 5! 630%... ERE Se oo ee 25 

62 ai 

" 20 "100% 
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Inner Control. Figure 1 shows diagramatically the Erlebnistyp of 
the 20 individuals. They have been classified arbitrarily according to the 
increasing number of M. Each case has been represented in such a way that 
left of the central line are M in black and FM + m in dotted squares (each 


square representing 2R). Right of the centre are the sum C in white and the 
sum c+ C’ in horizontal lines. 





The values of M are very high in most of the cases and generally 
they outnumber the FM. When used, m are within normal limits. 


Figure 1 
ERLEBNISTYP VIITI-IX-K g - 
Beg 
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Table 4 shows that most frequently FC is outnumbered 
by CF, and that in some cases FC is not used at all. 


Color symbolism is not 











TABLE 4 

FC - CF No. of Cases %_ of Cases 
FC> cF 3 15 
FC = OF 2 10 
No FC 3) 
Fo < CF 3 5 Sage tial 7 

Total 20 100% 
Shading and Achromatic Responses. As a rule, shading effects either 





as surface or depth do not seem to have any particular significance in our 
Both differentiated and undifferentiated shading responses are near- 
This is also true of achromatic color responses. 


records. 


ly always within normal limits. 












































The Fricbasetyp. 


TABLE 5 

No. of R_ | 1] 2] 5] 41]5] | 7] 6] 9] 10] 11] 

eS TisTetirei1-1it-t-1-1 -. 11 20- 100% 
No. cases [ETSTSTo 11 LL ALi co. ot ie 607, 
No, cases (STEP =P ITIP IT PTT -[i2 60h 
No. Cases | 4/ 4{ -j} -[-J] -j -}| -j| -j| -] -j 8 40%, 
No. cases [STSTIT = T=T =P IT TT =| -| 8 40f, 
~ Cases {| 5; 3) 3) 1f 17 -[ -[ -] -J -l -J 23 _65% 





is also a tendency to extratension and in lesser degree to ambiequality. 
Table 6 classifies the cases according to Klopfer's criterion of considering 
the three ratios M:C; (FM + m):(c + C'); and % of R in the last three cards. 


TABLE 6 


As Figvre 1 shows, the majority of records can be 


classified as dilatad as they contain a large number of both M and C. There 





EXTRATENSION CASES 


AMBIBQUALITY CASES 


INTROVERSION CASES 





Pure 





4 











Pure 3 Pure 3 
With intro- With intro- With extra- 
versial 6 versial 3 tensive 1 
tendencies tendencies tendencies 
Total 10 (50%) 6 (30%) 4(204%) 
The Ratio W: M. Table 7 shows the ratios of W to M in the middle 
column. In the right-hand column the actual individual values for M have 


been repres 


ented. 


Roughly, W strongly predominates in an inverse relation to 


re 








mM 
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the number of M. When M is 4 or more, a relation is found which is largely 


within the accepted limits of efficiency. This is true in the large majori- 
ty of .cases. 








4 
TABLE 7 | 
4 
a 
xl W:M M 
Case 1 9.00:1 1 i 
iinet 8.50:1 2 
mommy 4,00:1 2 : 
sag 7.00:1 3 ‘ 
vote 2.90:1 4 ; 
pens 1.75:1 4 
mrs” 3,40:1 5 3 
wig 3.60:1 5 
mie y 2.40:1 65 : 
©.299 2.83:1 f 1 
m1, og) 2.66:1 6 4 
12 2.85:1 7 , 
* 13 2.88:1 9 ql 
. ¥ 2.44:1 9 , 
“33g 2.00:1 9 ; 
er wy 1.70:1 10 
"197 2.50:1 12 
m"¥9 2.31:1 13 
a 3.60:1 15 
— 0.90:1 21 





The Content of Responses. The A% was very low in 60% of the cases 
and in the rest was within normal limits. The percentage of human plus 
animal responses (A + Ad + H + Hd) was also within normal limits, not 
exceeding 60%. 











TABLE 8 
AY, "10 < 20 21 - 30 31 - 40 41 - 50 51 - 60 i 
No. of 
Cases 4 8 5 2 1 





Popular and Original Responses. Nothing striking could be found 


in either the number of popular or original responses, both were generally 
within normal limits. 





Summary of Results. A glance at the tables shows rather distinctly 





that most cases have several features in common which can be summarized as 
There exists a mental approach characterized by an overemphasis on 

W and an underproduction of D with an average use of the other locations. 

The F% is high but entirely normal, with signs of good refined control. There 

is a high number of M which outnumbers FM; the ratio FC : CF is decidedly in 

favor of the color-form type with almost complete disregard for the form-color 


follows: 











- 183 - 


response; the Erlebnistyp is dilated and tends to be either extratensive or 
ambiequal. The relation of W and M shows a tendency to W overproduction but 
within limits of optimum efficiency. The A% as well as the sum of Animal and 
Human responses is very low. 


DISCUSSION 


Our results show the possibilities of the Rorschach technique for 
study of the dynamics of artistic creativeness. A large percentage of our 
artists share personality traits which give to their average record a charac- 
teristic aspect. These common features are: a superior mentality which 
emphasizes the abstract form of thinking, the logical and constructive activ- 
ities, with an obvious disregard for the routine problems of every-day life 
and a certain fear of mediocrity. These intellectual potentialities are 
efficiently used, since they are accompanied by a strong drive for achievement 
and a richness of the inner interests and stimuli for spontaneous creative 
thought. There is also a strong sensitiveness and emotional responsiveness 
to the outer world with a lack of adaptability to it. This feature, however, 
is counterbalanced by the rich, rather mature and adjusted inner life and the 
refined intellectual control which helps and facilitates the creative sublima- 
tion characterizing artistic work. 


An examination of the individual records shows the significance of 
the deviant cases. A careful analysis of them may shed some light on different 
aspects of artistic creativeness, such as the degree of originality, the sin- 
cerity of the artistic impulse, and, even, to a certain extent, the type and 
degree of artistic achievement. 


We believe also that special emphasis should be given in further 
investigations to the individual study of outstanding artists. Presumably 
it will show that these individuals deviate a great deal from the majority of 
average successful artists. This seems to be true in our group. We prefer, 
however, to leave this question open until a larger experience gives us a 
broader basis for fruitful discussion. 
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A NOTE ON THE USE OF THE RORSCHACH IN THE 
SELECTION OF SUPERVISORY PERSONNEL 


Benjamin Balinsky, Ph.D. * 


The J. M. Lehmann Company, @ machine shop firm, was seeking to hire 
@ plant superintendent. Of the applicants for the position, two were selected 
for final consideration. Both these men fulfilled all the technical require- 
ments. However, the personnel director of the firm wanted to make certain 
that the personality traits of the man selected would be suited to the social 
atmosphere prevailing in the shop. 


The personnel director recognized the personality requirements since 
he knew the shop and labor situation. He wanted descriptions of personality 
in practical terms. He was told that descriptions relating to the following 
eight points could be given by means of the Rorschach test: 


1. Basic attitude 

2. Drive 

3. Relation to authority or superiors 
4. Relation to subordinates 

5. Performance level 

6. Responsibility 

7. Persistence 

8. Initiative 


He considered these suitable and arrangements were made to give the 
two men the Rorschach. The two men will be designated as Mr. A. and Mr. B. 
for this report. Mr. A. was 38 years old and Mr. B. 44, 


The formulae for the interpretation of the Rorschach test in terms 
of these traits has been reported by Piotrowski (1) and had been used by the 
author in guidance work. Beside the Piotrowski formulae, the usual means of 
interpreting the Rorschach were employed. The Rorschach protocol interpre- 
tations were made in the language of the above eight points. 


Rorschach protocol for Mr. A.: 





Card I (Asks a question) - 20" - I see a spot just off line to the right - 
if that means anything. Is that all? - (up to you) - just see 
spots - That's all. - 1' 


Card II 8" - Outside of these different colored spots, looks like 2 heads 


of a - - - calves in a way holding up something. Afraid I can't 
make much sense out of it. - 44" 


Card III 8"- Only thing I do know - - has a line in center - Seems like a 


grotesque picture of some kind of a dance - spot down through 
center. - 52" 





“Psychologist, Vocational Adjustment Service; 
of New York, N. Y. J ervice; Instructor College of the City 


(1) Piotrowski, 2.A. Tentative Rorschach formulae for educational and voca- 
tional guidance in adolescence. Rorschach Res. Exch., 1943,7,16-27 
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4" ~ This looks like some kind of rug - also have dots in center - - 
well-outlined. Has light and dark spots. Doesn't make much sense 
to me yet. - 21" 


15" - Outside of center line which is clearly outlined - I could 
hardly make out what this is supposed to be. - 28" 


5" - Of course all are characteristics of line going through center- 
different dots - what it is supposed to mean, I don't know. - 22” 


8" - Same as above - through center same particular outline - 
whatever that may be I don‘t know. But it is outstanding. Of 
course it still makes no sense to me yet. - - If judged by this, I 


would be a poor plant manager. - 41” 


1" - Still see particular line going through. Different colors are 
all I can think of. - Still doesn't represent anything particular 
to me. - 1°40” 


7" - My eye immediately grasps that center part, whatever call them, 
I don't know. The color scheme here is just the same as the other 
one. - 39" 


5" - Outside of characteristic center in all of these pictures, 
whatever you call them, and the color scheme, I wouldn't know yet 
what it's all about. - (Holds card) - 52" 


INQUIRY 


Sees all white spots. Dots are around here. This almost looks 
like torso of a woman. Spots all around. 


Could be almost anything. (What do you mean?) Could be dogs. It 
has two lines which I don't know why are there. 


Jitterbug dance - (whole). Spot and line like picture one. 


Bear rug - outstanding is that it matches. This continues in all 
of them. 


Have them again. Line in dead center - almost to bottom. 


Same here - lines right through picture. Outstanding because other 
outline really has no sense. Spots in center and pretty evenly 
divided. Notice one half same as other. If fold over have one 
complete half. 


Same as above - little difference - seems darker here (points) than 
here (points). There are a few changes from one side to the other. 


Almost the same. Line outlined more in one half than in the other. 
Outside of this almost identical - (Again minute points are pointed 
out) I could keep this up, I guess. 


Here it is almost the same except that this point here - one line 
here is missing on other side. 
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Very little difference in here, except that one point is not exact- 
ly the same. 


Rorschach protocol for Mr. B. 





20" - Looks to me like two men talking. - 32" 


8" - Looks to me like small gnomes in Denmark - two of those talk- 
ing. pi, 29" 


14" - Two men trying to lift a kettle. - 21" 
32" - Appears like the hide of a bear. - 40” 
32" - This looks to me like a moth. - 34" 


35" - That looks to me - - - hide of some - - - mountain lion or 
animal of that type. - 51” 


1°05" - This - - (clears throat) - 1°15" - This appears to me - - 
like couple of young lambs kind of playing in field (smiling). - 
1°30". 


5" - These appear like two chameleons climbing up on some kind of 
flower. - 15" 


57" - This would appear to me the phantasy of ea - - - of a French 
garden. - 1'08" 


26" - This appears to me - - ~- flower bisected for analysis. - 44" 
INQUIRY 


Don't have to embody all - just what stands out. (Described main 
features of center body). 


Red caps - white beard - dark grey suit and red stocking. - Feet - 
kind of sitting. 


These are the men and this the kettle. 
Ragged hide of bear - whole - points to head, body, hind legs. 


Moth - head part - kind of split tail and the wings. (Dead or alive?) 
May be pinned in showcase with wings spread out. 


Mountain lion or female lion. Part of head cut away - front and 
back legs, tail. Dark line through back. 


Two lambs kind of playing - These two parts (upper sides) - other 
part makes no connection. 


Two chameleons. - Change color for surroundings. - Are red - no 


chance yet to change to blue - front leg has started. Rest is 
flower. 
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Card IX Red rose flower bed - & lawn, trees turning brown, lake disappear- 
ing in beek, lane disappearing. Trees around it. 


Card X Whale thing spread out. - Top earries pollen - see seed coming up - 
different petals - (If black?) - I don't think so - - -, 


ea g@eaeeneaneanwaeeeae sence wee e 


The protocols were interpreted in terms of the eight points and sent 
in writing to the personnel direetor, It was later learned that Mr. B. had 
been selected and Mr. A. eliminated. Eight months later the personnel diresc- 
tor was asked to chesk the statements made in the Rorschach about Mr. B. 
against the actual record. He was kind enough to do so. 


Interpretation of Mr. A.*s Rorschach in terms of the eight points: 





Bagic Attitude: 


Tendency to be self-assertive and dominant, but as a means of com- 
pensation for feeling of tension and insecurity. 





Drive: 
Exhibited a weak drive in this new and different situation. Seemed 
to have become somewhat disorganized and kept balance by clinging 
to minute, unimportant details which he felt would exhibit his 
interest in technical things. 


Relation to Authority or Superiors: 


Might not be cooperative. Shows much stubbornness and tendency 
toward opposition. Appeared to be defensive. 





Relation to Subordinates: 
Would seem to be generally authoritarian and not considerate of 
others. Might: provoke bad reactions and grumbling among men. 





Performance Level: 


Apparently capable of high level of performance in technical field. 
Very observant of minute details but did not seem able to adjust 
easily to new situations that were different from his practiced 
field of endeavor. 





ReSponsibility: 
Job would be treated more as ea means of his personal improvement. 
Sense of responsibility might be high in order to make an impression 
but might not always be high in order to satisfy his superiors. 





Persistence: 


Shows rather high persistence but seems forced. Tendency to be 
fussy rather than persistent. 





Initiative: 


Seems to need to compensate and would therefore show initiative and 
how well he can do things. 














€f 
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Interpretation of Mr. B's Rorschach and Personnel Director's remarks: 





Rorschach 


Basic Attitude: 
Moderately self-assertive, 
especially in new situation. 
Will probably try to be more self- 
assertive by a conscious effort. 





Drive: 


Tendency toward strong drive and 
push which seems commensurate 
with his ability. Will probably 
be able to get things done 
quietly and without fuss. 


Relation to Authority or Superiors: 
Will be very cooperative but 
will not be uncritical. 


Relation to Subordinates: 
Seems to be sympathetic toward 
people and aware of their differ- 
ences and difficulties. Will 
probably get good cooperation 
from men. Is himself very crit- 
ical and shows signs of stubborn- 
ness occasionally. 








Performance Level: 





Generally even and high-grade. 
Is methodical and cautious 
in approach. 


Responsibility: 

Has high sense of responsibility. 
Does not shirk from a task. 

Persistence: 

High degree of persistence and 
used imagination when in diffi- 
cult situation, not giving up 
or finding an unrealistic and 
impractical way out. 


Initiative: 











Has initiative, but may need en- 
couragement to put it into action. 
When he is more used to the sit- 
uation and feels more secure, he 
will probably show more initiative. 


Personnel’ Director 





4 Ss Wh 4 
Moderately self-assertive 


. Got things done without fussing. 
Showed a strong drive. 


Cooperative with management and 
offered feasible suggestions. 


Well-liked by men in shop and 
they trusted him. 


Quality of work was good and he 
was meticulous about what he did. 


Accepted responsibility early. 


Very persistent until finds a 
solution. 


Showed initiative almost immed- 
iately by ironing out certain 
production difficulties which he 
found existed. 


The personnel director remarked that he was very well satisfied 


with the selection of Mr. B. 


The outstanding weakness in this short report is in not knowing how 
Mr. A. would have fared in the shop. Of course, it was impossible to have him 
tried out for awhile. However, the desoription by the personnel director of 
Mr. B. in the shop situation coincides‘so closely with the Rorschach descrip- 
tion that it would seem that the personality analysis in terms of the eight 


points might have high validity. 
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NOTES AND REVIEWS 


RORSCHACH THEORY AND PSYCHOANALYTIC THEORY 
Max Apfeldorf* 


Hermann Rorschach indicated his awareness of the relationship between 
Rorschach theory and psychoanalytic theory by reading a paper (posthumously 
published) at a meeting of the Swiss Psychoanalytic Society; however, this re- 
lationship has never been made explicit. The similarity and difference between 
psychoanalytic theory and Rorschach theory makes a fascinating study. 


Both emphasize the difference between conscious or intellectual func- 
tioning (F corresponding to ego functioning) and unconscious or spontaenous 
functioning (color and movement corresponding to id and superego functioning. ) 


Both consider the need of harmony between the unconscious and voli- 
tional factors of the personality (FC rather than CF corresponding to ego con- 
trol of id). In later research the need for a balanced relationship between M 
and (FM + m) corresponding to integration of superego function is also stressed. 


It is interesting to note that both approaches, though basically dif- 
ferent, have arrived at a similar classification of personalities. Rorschach 
groups the compulsive neurotic, the manic-depressive, the catotonic, and the 
artist into one group on the basis of ambiequality. In the psychoanalytic 
system these different personality types are also grouped together - on the 
basis of fixation on the anal level of psychosexual development. 


It is probably more than coincidence that two different approaches 
arrived at the same classification. Further study of the relationship between 
experience range and psychosexual level should prove highly profitable. The 
hebephrenic schizophrenic, imbecile and senile dement, all extratensive, are 
for instance fixated somewhere at the oral stage. 


We can carry our discussion of the relation of psychoanalysis to Rbdr- 
schach concepts even further if instead of talking in terms of libidinal level 
and libidinal direction we speak of the id-ego-superego structure and its re- 
lation to the experience type. In such a discussion we are naturally handicapped. 
Rorschach, in much of his discussion, lumps all of his C responses together. 

Yet, though both a CF and an FC individual may be stimulated by their environ- 
ment, their interpretations of it are widely different. Similarly, though 
Rorschach tells us that M is a sign of introversial development, there is no 
differentiation or mention of other introversial tendencies (e.g. infantile or 


repressed introversial tendencies) as Klopfer and Kelley, for instance, have 
done. 


Yet, despite this lack, certain relationships can tentatively be 
pointed out. 


If we look at the individuals whom Rorschach classified together on 
the basis of many C's (the imbecile, the hebephrenic schizophrenic and the senile 
dement ) we can note that these cases are characterized by a predominance of id 


“Excerpt from a term paper for Dr. Gardner Murphy's class on "Personality at the 
College of the City of New York. 
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if we attempt to understand these cases in terms of id-ego-superego structure. 
Other individuels, the normals, who have high color sums, have also a predom- 
inance-of id and ego when compared with normals of low color sum and high number 
of M. The power-driven business man (high oolor sum) can be explained in terms 
of predominance of id and ego and lack of superego. He is oriented to the outer 
world and interested in practical worldly ventures. He has no such qualms as 


an idealistic introversive might have about driving a bargain that will ruin his 
competitor. 


The individual with a personality structure in which the id plays a 
relatively major role, lives to a greater extent according to the pleasure prin- 
ciple. It is interesting that no depressives are found among the high color sum 
group. Gratification is sought by direct motor contact with reality. Hence, 
it is not surprising that the “motor” rather than the "kinaesthetic" personality 
is found among individuals with high color sum. 


Let us contrast the high color sum individuals with the igh M indi- 
viduals. Among the high M individuals we have the paranoid schizophrenic, the 
psychogenic depressive and the philosopher. If we compare the paranoid schizo- 
phrenic with the hebephrenic schizophrenic, the philosopher with the technician, 
and the psychogenic depressive with the maniac, we find that, according to psy- 
choanalysis, all these types have well developed superegos. Hence, we suggest 


a relationship between M and Superego on the one hand and C and id on the other 
hand. 


If we look at the ambi-equal group we find that both the manic-depres- 
sive group and the compulsion neurosis group are characterized by a severe 
struggle between Id and Superego. This would verify our suggested relationship. 


Let us now consider more closely the relationship between the kines- 
thetic and motor types. Kinesthetic activity on the Rorschach test is revealed 
by the human movement responses, while "motor" activity is revealed by the 
color responses. Are there any physiological or psychoanalytic explanations to 
help us understand this kinesthetic and motor activity? Even traditional psy- 
chologists are all agreed on the inverse relationship between overt motor be- 
havior (C) and imaginative activity(M). The child who cannot get an apple di- 
rectly, thinks or dreams about it. That this covert activity has muscular or 
kinesthetic elements was first suggested by the behaviorists and later proven 
experimentally by Jacobson (1) and by Max (2, 3). Not only adaptive thought, 
but also dreaming was found to be kinesthetic in character. When the subject 
did not think or dream no kinesthesis was present. That Rorschach called the 
M individual the kinesthetic type is not due to his lack of knowledge of psy- 


chological terminology, as Oscar Diethelm suggests, but rather to his psycho- 
logical insight. 


We suggested a relationship between M and Super-ego and id and C. 
Does this relationship help us understand why the philosopher is, for instance, 
supposed to be clumsy? We believe it does. 


A large part of the adult super-ego, according to psychoanalysis, is 
directly traceable to the Oedipus Situation and the resultant father identifi- 
cation. Now with this identification, the freedom of the id is greatly restrict- 
ed. One of the characteristics of the id is its need to seek immediate grati- 
fication df its desires by utilizing objects in the outer world. The objects 
the child wants contact with are objects of love and hate. With the acquisition 
of the superego, a strong taboo is formed. It is a taboo on the impulse to 
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touch. If we, like Freud, have the economic (conservation of gnergy) point of 
view, then we would think that this inhibited energy must have another outlet. 
One outlet is found in the fantasy or imaginative processes. Hence, philosophers 
and schizophrenic paranoies have rather strong super-egos. If no imaginative 


Outlet is had, the super-ego merely acts, as in the case of psychogenic depres- 
sions, as a depressive agent. 


It is thus the super-ego which causes the kinaesthetic activity and 
all the psychological processes deriving from this kinaesthetic activity. 


In summary, we have pointed out a possible relationship between kin- 
aesthesis (m) and super-ego and between Color sum and Id. 


This attempted integration, if true, will enable one to make a richer 
interpretation of a Rorschach protocol. 


The clumsiness of a philosopher would now be understood in terms of a 


Super-ego inhibition - whereas, previously M and clumsiness were merely empir- 
ically related. 


The relation between M and number of original responses can also be 
understood as being due to the fact that the individual can only react to reality 
after sifting it through a super-ego filter, to speak figuratively. Hence, his 
thoughtfulness and slowness and individuality. The FC individual, however, 


adapts directly to his environment, accepting more or less complacently its 
codes and findings. 


We can also give a theoretical reason why M should be associated with 
high intelligence. After identifying with a human, the individual will try to 
assimilate the man-made culture about him. An internal foree will drive him to 
achievement, making him avoid sensual pleasure and environmental distrattions. 
Furthermore, the very capacity to identify might be a sign of intelligence. 
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ANNOUNCEMENTS 


I. Reports of Regional Divisions 





New England 





A lecture course on the Rorschach Technique will be given at Provi- 
dence, R.I., by Dr. Maria Rickers-Ovsiankina. There will be ten lectures, each 
an hour and a half in length. The lectures will be given at 8 P.M. on Monday 
evenings. The first lecture is tentatively scheduled for November 6th. The 
place is to be arranged. The fee for the series will be $20. per person. Those 


interested should write to Dr. Rickers-Ovsiankina at Wheaton Serlears Norton, 
Mass. 


New York 


The New York Division of the Rorschach Institute will begin its 
meetings during the present school year in January, 1945. The meetings will be 
held on the last Mondays of each month at 8 P.M. at the Psychiatric Institute, 
722 West 168th Street, New York, N.Y. 


At the first meeting January 29, 1945, Dr. Fritz Schmidl will read a 
paper on “Rorschach Records with Less Than 10 Responses". 


Teachers College, Columbia University continues to offer three courses 
in the Rorschach Method conducted by Dr. Bruno Klopfer (beginners courses, ad- 


vanced course, and research seminar). Each course carries three points of 
graduate credit. 


Ohio Division 





Dr. Marguerite R. Hertz is offering the following courses this fall: 


1. An advanced Seminar in Rorschach Technique and interpretation for graduate 
students and professional workers in the clinical field. This seminar is 


being offered this quarter at Ohio State University, and carries two to four 
graduate credits. 


2. A Rorschach Workshop for professional workers. The Workshop is to be given 
November 20th to 24th at the Western Reserve University Medical School. 


This summer Pr. Hertz conducted a graduate course, Introduction to 
Rorschach Technique, at Ohio State University. A Rorschach Workshop for ad- 
vanced students and professional workers was conducted under Dr. Hertz's di- 


rection at the Western Reserve memes Medical School, September 11th 
through 15th. 


Pennsylvanis Division 





Two series of Rorschach seminars are being conducted by Mrs. Ruth 
Wolfson in Philadelphia. An intermediate group is meeting on alternate Tuesdays, 
from 3:30 to 5:30 at the Institute of the Pennsylvania Hospital, 111 N. 49th 
Street. An advanced group convenes on the same days from 7:30 to 10, at the 
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Employment and Vocational Bureau, 1700 Walnut Street. Scheduled dates for the 
first semester are: October 17 and 31, November 14 and 28, December 12, and 
January 2, 16 and 30. 


Further information can be obtained from Miss Eleanor Ross, Institute 
of Pennsylvania Hospital, 111 N. 49th Street, Philadelphia, and Dr. Ester Rosen, 
239 W. Allens Lane, Philadelphia. 


Planning is in process for the organization of a beginners’ course. 
Those interested should contact Miss Sarah E. Crowell, Devereux Schools, 
Devon, Pa. 


Southeastern Division 





The following communication has been received from Dr. Otto Billig, 
President af the Southeastern Division of the Rorschach Institute: 


On September 27, 1944, Mr. D. E. Batcheller, Treasurer of the South- 
eastern Division of the Rorschach Institute, died suddenly in Atlanta. 


Mr. Batcheller was Associate Psychologist at the U.S. Penitentiary, 
Atlanta, Ga., during the past seven years. He also served on the Psychiatric 
Staff of Emory University and as Consultant Member of the Board of Directors of 
the Family Welfare Society in Atlanta. From August 1942 to April, 1944, he was 
Secretary and from April, 1944 until his death Treasurer of the Southeastern 
Division of the Rorschach Institute. 


Mr. Batcheller was one of the first Rorschach workers in the South. 
He contributed to Rorschach studies of psychopathic personalities and to the 


Group Rorschach Method. His death will be felt as a great loss by his colleagues 


and associates. 


II. Executive Committee 





Standing Committees as appointed by the Executive Committee at its meeting on 
May 13, 1944, and amended on September 29, 1944, are as follows: 


A. Research Committee: 





Co-Chairmen: Hirning and Krugman. 
Members: Brosin, Burchard, Ewult, Hallowell, Harrower-Erickson, 
Hertz, Paulsen, Rapaport, Rickers-Ovsiankina and Watson. 


B. Hditorial: Committee: 





Chairman: Faterson. 
Member's : Hertz, Hirning, Kelley, Piotrowski, Ross. 
Ex-officio members: Klopfer and Tallman. 


Cc. Training Committees 





The Executive Committee announces with regret that Miss Sadie Senter 
has resigned from the training committee, having served for three years as ex- 
ecutive secretary and co-chairman. 


The Executive Committee takes this opportunity to express to Miss 
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Sender special appreciation for her services in developing the procedures used 
by the Training Committee. 


Because of Miss Sender's resignation, the Executive Committee at its 


meeting on September 29, 1944, has reconstituted the Training Committee as 
follows: 


Chairman: Wolfson 
Members: Hirning, Krugman and Piotrowski. 
Ex-officio Members: Klopfer, Tallman, and Heads of Regional Divisions. 


The next meeting of the Executive Committee is scheduled for Friday, 


December 8, 1944 at 8 P.M., 351 Thompson Hall, Teachers College, Columbia 
University, N.Y. 


III. Editorial Committee 





A. The survey of psychologists’ opinions concerning the Rorschach method, 
originally planned for the October issue, will be published in the January, 
1945, issue of the Rorschach Research Exchange. 

B. A revised list of publications is published on pages 201-202. 


C. An Authors and Subject index for Volume VIII will be published together with 
the Index for Volume IX at the end of Volume IX. 


IV. Training Committee 





List of Members (M) and Fellows (F) as of October 1, 1944. 


For those who became members and fellows since the last list was published the 
date of election is indicated by asterisks in the following manner: — 

*October 30, 1943 - **May 13, 1944 - ***September 29, 1944. The last list was 
published in Volume VII, Issue 3, pages 124 to 129, as of April 30, 1943. 


M Abbate, Dr. Grace McLean M Baker, Mrs. Corinne 
141 Joralemon Street 250 Erskine Avenue 
Brooklyn 2, N.Y. Youngstown 5, Ohio 

M**Aberle, S/Sgt. David F. M** Baron, Mr. Samuel 
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24th Hq. 2nd Army Long Island City, N.Y. 


Camp Shelby, Miss. 
F Benjamin, Dr. John D. 

M Ackerman, Pvt. Bernard R. R.F.D. #2, Ralston Creek Ranch 
Med. Det. 1272 SeSu. Golden, Colorado 
Atlantic City, N.J. 

M Billig, Dr. Otto 

M Altman, Mrs. Nathalie G. Highland Hospital 
1240 N. Lake Shore Drive Asheville, N.Y. 

Chicago, 10, Ill. 
F Billings, Lt. Col. E.G. 

M Astley, Miss Marion M. Ft. George G. Meade, Md. 
1l1l No. 49th Street . 29th General Hospital 
Philadelphia, Pa. 





M Bradway, Dr. Katherine 
Psychiatric Service 
33 Hunt Street 
San Francisco, Calif. 


M Bridgman, Dr. Olga 
Medical School 
University of California 
San Francisco, Galif. 


M***Broomhead, Lt. Elizabeth 
Norfolk Naval Hospital 
Portsmouth, Va. 


F Brosin, Lt. Col. Henry W. 
Hdqtrs.III Service Command 
Baltimore, Md. 


M Brower, Mr. Daniel 
200 West 15th Street 
New York, N.Y. 


M Buckle, Dr. Donald F. 
Younger Court, Kew. E.4 
Victoria, Australia 


M Buhler, Dr. Charlotte 


Minneapolis General Hospital 


Minneapolis, Minn. 


F Burchard, Lt. E.M.L. 
Room 1623 Navy Department 
Washington, D.C. 


M Burgemeister, Dr. Bessie 
456 Lindell Boulevard 
Long Beach, N.Y. 


M** Calabresi, Dr. Renata 
Rockland State Hospital 
Orangeburg, N.Y. 


M Candee, Miss Beatrice 
5315 N.E. Rodney Avenue 
Portland, Oregon 


F Carlson, Dr. Jessica 
Bureau of Child Guidance 
Board of Education 
228 East 57th Street 
New York, N.Y. 


M Caro, Mrs. Elizabeth R. 
American Red Cross 
St. Elizabeth Hospital 
Washington, D.C. 
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M* 





Carroll, Miss Clara 
Yorkshire Gardens 
42-20 Kissena Boulevard 
Plushing, L.I., N.Y. 


Clapp, Mrs. Hazel — 
Grasslands Hospitel 
Valhalla, N. Y. 


Cohen, Mrs. Mathilde Weill 
152 East 94th Street 
New York, N.Y. 


Cohn, Dr. Frederick 
77 Market Street 
Rhinebeck, N.Y. 


Cook, Dr. Philip H. 
Queen's College 
Carlton, N.3 
Melbourne, Australia 


Cowin, Miss Marion 
416 West 20th Street 
New York, N. Y. 


Crowell, Miss Sareh Eyre 
Devereux School 
Devon, Pa. 


Davidson, Dr. Helen H. 
425 Riverside Drive 
New York, N.Y. 


Deutscher, Pvt. Max 

Nashville Army Air Center 
Psychological Research Unit #1 
Nashville, Tenn. 


Dominguez, Miss Kathryn 

The Childrens Service Center 
of Wyoming Valley, Inc. 

335 So. Franklin Street 
Wilkes-Barre, Pa. 


Dubin, Lt. S. Sanford 
Fitzsimons General Hospital 
Denver 8, Colorado 


Due, Lt. Floyd 0. 
USNR, U.S. Naval Hospital 
Oakland 14, Calif. 


Dunn, Captain Michael 
Hdqtrs. Southern Personnel 
Reassignment Center 

Fort Sam Houston, Texas 
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Earl, Dr. C.J.C. 

Monyhull Cottage 

Monyhull Hall Road 

Kings Heath, Birmingham 14 
England 


Elliott, Dr. Merle H. 
2537% Benvenue 
Berkeley, Calif. 


Emery, Miss Margaret 
43 Fifth Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 


Epstein, Dr. Hans 
722 West 176th Street 
New York, N.Y. 


Ewalt, Dr. Jack R. 
University of Texas Med. School 
Galveston, Texas 


Faterson, Dr. Henna 
27 Jane Street 
New York, N. Y. 


Feifel, Cpl. Herman 
Provisional Hospital Cadre #1 
Flight E-Bldg. 726, 

AAF Convalescent Hospital 
Nashville, Tenn. 


Feldberg, Sgt, Theodore M. 
1326th Service Unit 
Camp Lee, Va. 


Fike, Mrs. Irene A. 
271 Nelson Road 
Scarsdale, N. Y. 


Font, Miss Marion McKenzie 
627 South Carroilton Avenue 
New Orleans, Louisiana 


Fosberg, Lt. Irving A, 

U.S. Naval Flight Preparatory School 
Avietion Psychology Section 
Dispensary Building 

Naval Air Training Center 

Pensacola, Fla. 


Foulke, Miss Marjorie 
Kansas Children's Home and 
Service League 

918 Kansas Avenue 

Topeka, Kansas 


M Franzetti, Mrs. Rosa Padlina de 
Casa de Observacion para Menores 
Puente Yanes a Tracabordo 
84 Caracas, Venezuela 


M***Fuchsman, Cpl. Seymour 
A.S.N. 32980516 
ASFTC Section, 1325th S.A. 
Indiantown Gap Mil. Res., Pa. 


M Funkhouser, Dr. James B. 
Southwestern State Hospital 
Marion, Va. 


M Gair, Mrs. Mollie 
258 Riverside Drive 
New York, N.Y. 


M Gardner, Mrs. W.J. 
2427 Roxboro Rd. 
Cleveland Heights, Ohio 


M Geil, Mr. George A. 
919 Kings Avenue 
Springfield, Mo. 


M Giesey, Mrs. Jean Campbell 


University of Texas Medical School 


Galveston, Texas 


M***Gillman, Mrs. Etta 
5396 Earlston Drive 
Washington, D.C. 


M Goldfarb, Dr. William 
Foster Home Bureau 
329 Bast 62nd Street 
New York, N.Y. 


M* Gottlieb, Mrs. Sophie 
225 West 86th Street 
New York, N.Y. 


M Grassi, Lt. Joseph 
Kennedy General Hospital 
Memphis, Tenn. 

M** Greco, Mr. Marshall C. 

305 Franklin Street 

Aliquippa, Pa. 


M Hackbusch, Miss Florentine 
Department of Welfare 
Bureau of Mental Health 
Harrisburg, Pa. 














Hallow, Captain William C. 
Hq. Fifth Army 
APO 464, New York, N.Y. 


Hallowell, Dr. A. Irving 
Department of Anthropology 
Northwestern University 
Evanston, Ill. 


Hamilton, Dr. E. Louise 
1828 West Tioga Street 
Philadelphia, Pa. 


Hamilton, Miss Jane 
Department of Psychology 
University of California 
Berkeley, Calif. 


Harriman, Prof. Philip L. 
Bucknell University 
Lewisburg, Pa. 


Harris, Miss June 

Bureau of Child Guidance 
Board of Education 

228 East 57th Street 
New York, N.Y. 


Harrower-Eriekson, Dr. M.R. 
652 East Gorham Street 
Madison, Wis. 


Hassrick, Mr. Royal B. 
"Oakwood" 
Wenonah, N.J. 


Hertz, Dr. Marguerite R. 
2835 Drummond Road 
Shaker Heights, Ohio 


Hertzman, Dr. Max 
Department of Psychology 


College of the City of New York 
140th Street and Convent Avenue 


New York, N.Y. 


Hilden, Dr. Arnold H. 
Child Research Council 
4200 E. 9th Avenue 
Denver, Colorado 


Hirning, Br. L. C. 
27 Gedney Esplanade 
White Plains, N. Y. 


Holtzberg, Miss Sarah 
455 State Street 
Trenton, N.J. 
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M Holzman, Mrs. Evelyn 
481 W. Marshall Avenue 
Ferndale 20, Mich. 


M** Hughes, Capt. Robert M. 
Lawson General Hospital 
Atlanta, Ga. 


M** Jacob, Cpl. Zoltan 
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Postmaster, New York, N.Y. 


M Jacoby, Miss Julia 
Child Service Center 
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Portland, Oregon 
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ASF Hq. Pentagon Bldg. 
Washington, D.C. 
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Harmon General Hospital 
Longview, Texas 


M** Kirk, Miss Virginia 
Vanderbilt University 
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RORSCHACH INSTITUTE, INC. 


LIST OF PUBLICATIONS 
as of December 1, 1944 


I. Available through Rorschach Institute, Inc., 3820 Waldo Avenue, New York 63,NY 


Rorschach Research Exchange, Vol. I - 1936-37 $ 5.00 
si ” ” ° I ‘= 1987-36 5.00 
7 ‘i “  TIII - 1938-39 5.00 
" 4 . a 5.00 
o . e - - 1941 5.00 
. a ° , a. +: ae 5.00 
° uy - > Tt « 2a 5.00 
” = - " VIII - 1944 5.00 
. " ys = 2a 5.00 

Copies of two instruction sheets to be handed to group method subjects 

(including a reprint of “The Influence of Variations in Rorschach Group 


Method Administration upon the Scorability of the Records"), 
package of 100 1.00 


II. Available through World Book Company, Yonkers 5, N.Y. 


The Rorschach Technique, x-436 pages 3.60 
Individual Record Blank: package of 25, 1.50 
40 packages 54.00 


III.Available through Grune & Stratton, Inc., 381 Fourth Avenue, New York 16, N.Y. 


Original Picture Sheets for Ror&Schach record taking (facsimiles 
of the ten figures in black and white on 8% x 11 sheet), in pads, 


100 sheets per pad 3.00 
4 pads 10.00 
Rorschach cards (Rorsehaeh Psyehodiagnostic Plates), ten cards 4.50 


IV. Available through Dr. M.R. Harrower-Erickson, 652 E. Gorham Street 
Madison, Wisconsin 


Regular size lantern slides of Rorschach cards (3 by 4%) per set 15.00 
Kodaslide size slides (2 by 2) per set 10.00 
Group Rorschach blank (revised edition), per 100 12.50 
Blanks for Multiple Choice test for Sereening purposes 

(short form, 100 choices) and key, per 100 5.00 
(revised form, 300 choices) and key, per 100 5.00 


V. Available through Dr. Maria Rickerd’-Ovsiankina, Wheaton College, Norton, Mass, 


Rorschach Scoring Samples, pp.183, revised edition, postpaid 3.50 
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VI. Available through Dr. Marguerite R. Hertz, Brush Foundation, Western 
Reserve University, Cleveland, Ohio 


Percentage charts for use in computing Rorschach scores 
Code Charts for Scoring Rorschach Responses 
Frequency Tables for Scoring Rorschach Responses 
VII. Available through Dr. Ruth Munroe, 130 East 67th Street, New York, N.Y. 


Inspection Technique (instructions for use of Rorschach inspection 
record ) 


Rorschach Inspection Record, per hundred 


VIII.Available through Charles C. Thomas, 301 Lawrence Boulevard, 
Springfield, Ill: 


Large Scale Rorschach Techniques, M.R. Harrower-Erickson and 
M.E. Steiner 


1.00 


2355 


2-50 


035 


«75 


8.50 








